Missour High School
Assessment Committee
Recommendations:
Rationale

Tewn Hall Meetings

This presentation summarizes recommendations submitted to the Missouri State Board
of Education by the High School Assessment Committee. This program was used at a
series of “town hall meetings” conducted by the Department of Elementary and
Secondary Education during April 2006.



What assessment should be
given to all highi school
students?



High Schooll Assessment should refiect the following purpeses:

= |Mleasure and reflect student mastery toward
postsecondary readiness

= |dentify student’s strengths and weaknesses; the
assessment should be diagnostic and! prescriptive

= Communicate expectations for all students to pations
and community.

= Serve as the basis of the state and national
accountanility plan

= Enable schooll efficials te evalliate pregrams



Preliminary Recommendations

By spring 2008, implement a new high school
assessment program, based onithe Show-Me
Standards/GLES, for Missouri. It should:

= Replace the current Missour Assessment
Programi (MAP) exams in grades 10 and 11
(except for science)



= Be some form of a natienal, standardized
college entrance exam that would measure
students’ readiness for poestsecondary
education and the workplace, and be given
to all juniors

=  |nclude a writing component for all students
as part of the assessment in grade 11

= Retain the current state science exam, MAP,
pUL re-evaluate Its USe In 5 years



The High Schooel Assessment Committee
also recommends that the State Board of
Education endorse:

1. the use of a voluntary uniferm transcript
py: Missourl public high schoeols, as
Soon as possible

2. the concept of competency-based
assessments



3. the High School Assessment Committee
also endorses the concept of a Workplace
Readiness Certificate. That includes the
“WorkKeys” assessments for Applied

Math, Reading for Information and
Locating Information



Why the Committee Endorsed a
College Entrance Exam

Aligned with state standards
Measures growth on natienal scale
Comparable and transportaible
\alue tor stakeholders

Articulates higher education expectations with
K-12 education

Not all' students need te go te college, but all
students need college-like skills

lIncreased access for underrepresented
students

Increased student moetivation



Common Concerns

= \\hat performance data will schools
leceive?

= Accountability/Accreditation
" Norm-referenced assessment



Achileve., Inc.

Alignment analysis of the ACT to
Missouri’s Grade-LLevel
EXpectations for Mathematics
and Communication Arts



Inr September 2004, DESE contracted
with Achieve., Inc. tordo an alignment
study to determine the degree of
alignment between the ACT and
Missouri’s grade-level expectations
(GLES), for grades 9-12 in
communication arts, and grades 8-12 in
mathematics, te help determine If the
ACT could be used! effectively to
measure Missouri’s Show-Me
Standards at the high schoeol level.



" The ACT Is designed to assess the
knowledge and skills that students
typically acquire prior to their senior
year in high school.



Achieve considered two fundamental
guestions:

1. Can all ofi the items on the ACT be
mapped to a grade-level expectation?

2. Towhat degree are the knewledge
and skills described by Missouri’s
standards addressed by the ACT?



Summary: oft Mathematics Alignment

58 of 60" ACT items did align with the
GLES.

= Content alignment = 85% significant
alignment te 58 items

= Perfeormance alignment = 93%
significant alignment to) 58 Items



Achieve
Recommendations: Math

= Missouri should give serious consideration; to
rie-examining| its GLES with an/eye toward
making the wording of the expectations
consistently: clear and specific

= Missoeuri sheuld consider an augmentation
that includes constructed-response Items
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Summany. off Communication Arts
Alignment

105 of 115 ACTT items in: Reading and
English did align with the GLES

= Content alignment = 87%, significant
alignment to 105 items

= Perfermance alignment = 37%
Significant alignment te 105 items



Achieve
Recommendations:
Communication Arts

= Because Missouri standards call for students to
produce writing rather than edit writing, the ACT
shouldi be augmented with a writing| compoenent

= Perfermance expectations in the GLES are
expressed in vague terms and should be refined

[0/ be moere precise
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Common Concerns

= \Will this change the instructional
focus?

= Accountability/Accreditation
" Norm-referenced assessment



The ACT Reports Perfermance
Infermation: by:

= College Readiness Standards

" \Vissourl Show-Me Standards



Pessible Prototype

OlCt ' Primary Use of this report: Student Report for
4 “ M iSSOU I’I Standards RepO rt «Use domain scores based on the ACT A'_]QEIa_C'_Taylor
0 English, Writing, and Reading Tests to Missouri ngh School
'ss C ommun i Catl on Arts evaluate student achievement on Missouri Sample Town, MO
w\ Communication Arts Standards Test Date: S[;ring 2007

Reading Process (CAR 1)

Reading Fiction (CAR 2)

Reading NonFiction (CAR 3)

B Angela Taylor
B STATE AVG.

Writing Process (CAW 1)

Writing Conventions (CAW 2)

% Correct Domain Scores

Types of Writing (CAW 3)
CAR CAR CAR CAW CAW  CAW

1 2 3 1 2 3

Missouri Communication Arts Standard
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Example of
a College Readiness Standard

O Translate from one representation

of data to another (e.g., a bar graph
0 a circle graph)

College Algebra Coursa (AT Matharnatics Tast Socom=22)

NS T T = B EnsT = VT TS S i = s
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Common Concerns

= \Will this change the instructional
focus?

= \\hat perfermance data will scheols
leceive?

= Norm-referenced assessment



Accreditation/AYP

Current National' Standardized
High School = Test i+ Augmentation
MAP (Terra Nova) (MO Written: Items)

Alighed ter Show-Me Standards

Recommended Natienal Standardized
High School = College Entrance -+ Writing
Assessment Exam; (ACT) Assessment

Aligned te Shew-Me Standards
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MSIP

O0-11 Mathematics
ACT Mathematics = MSIP Achievement Level
Scale Score

O-11 Communication Arts

ACT Reading Writing

& English + Assessment = MSIP Achievement LLevel
Scale Scores Scale Score

O-11 Science

MAP: Achievement LLevel
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Accommodations

= Consistent with those that apply on
natienall ACT test dates

= Accommodations policies would be similar
o current MAP testing

= 'est results might not be reporied to
colleges due teraccommodations put
would still be used for schoel/district
acecountaniity
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Common Concerns

= \Will this change the instructional
focus?

= \\hat perfermance data will scheols
leceive?

= Accountanility/Accreditation



Terra Nova °vs. ACT

Alll MAP exams now: iInclude a national
Sstandardized test :

Terra Nova®

ACT would replace this component in
the high schoollassessment



COST?

Based on payments for current testing

The projected increase In cost would be
approximately $1.5 million

Uncertain hew: the bidding process will affect
this estimate.

28



	Missouri High School�Assessment Committee Recommendations: �Rationale 
	 High School Assessment should reflect the following purposes:
	Preliminary Recommendations
	Why the Committee Endorsed a College Entrance Exam
	Common Concerns
	Achieve., Inc.���Alignment analysis of the ACT to Missouri’s Grade-Level Expectations for Mathematics and Communication Arts
	Summary of Mathematics Alignment
	Achieve �Recommendations: Math
	Summary of Communication Arts Alignment
	Achieve�Recommendations:�Communication Arts
	Common Concerns
	 The ACT Reports Performance Information by:
	Common Concerns
	Accreditation/AYP
	MSIP
	Accommodations
	Common Concerns
	Terra Nova ® vs. ACT�

